The variety and profusion of verbless utterances drawn from the oral corpus CORLEC has allowed us to present a detailed classification of them. Verbless utterances with clausal content can be classified as clausal (non-elliptic) or non-clausal (elliptic) structures, also called fragments. Among the former, predicative verbless clauses are composed by a predicative head and the argument they select. This paper exposes the properties and structures of both verbless clauses and fragments found in the corpus, and analyses the syntactic and informational status of the NP selected by the predicative head of predicative verbless clauses.
(7) ¡Qué suerte! 'What a luck!' (i.e.: How lucky!)
In this way, verbless clauses can be described as syntactic structures having phrastic content and a head which is not realized by a verb, but by another part of speech. Three different kinds can be found in the corpus: firstly, predicative verbless clauses, which are composed by a saturated predicate and the argument which saturates it (5); secondly, existentials, constituted by a NP which receive an existential interpretation (8); and thirdly, polars, headed by a polar adverb like sí, no, también, or tampoco ('yes, no, also, neither') (9). 'Yes that there is a thing that disturbs me.' (i.e.: There is indeed a thing…)
Predicative verbless clauses seem therefore to constitute whole clauses by themselves, just as clauses with a verbal head do. Furthermore, certain properties suggest that they do not contain an elliptic verb, but are headed by another predicative part of speech. These properties are the following: firstly, when a verb can be reconstructed, it has no semantic content (10). Secondly, when a verb can be reconstructed, it can adopt different positions: medial like in (10) or initial like in (11). Thirdly, sometimes it is not possible to reconstruct any verb (12), (13). And fourthly, semantic content can sometimes be contributed by non-linguistic information, as it can be noted in (14), where the speaker addresses an order to the hearer. This information is nevertheless non-linguistic and cannot then be elliptical.
(10) ¡Qué bonita (es) tu camiseta! 'How beautiful (it is) your t-shirt!' Therefore, these properties suggest that predicative verbless clauses are not elliptical, but composed by a predicative head and the argument that saturates it. This argument can be realized by a NP (10), (11), an indefinite noun (14), a clause (13) or a PP (12).
Differences between Verbless Clauses and Fragments
Verbless clauses and fragments are in this way distinguished by the presence or absence of ellipsis. Going beyond this difference, we can group the different types of verbless clauses and fragments according to their syntactic properties. This classification will allow to observe the link between both kinds of verbless utterances, and to notice the origin of their respective syntactic constraints.
Types and Properties of Verbless Clauses
Verbless clauses are then defined as non-elliptic syntactic structures with clausal content and a non-verbal head (or a non-finite verbal head like an infinitive or a participle). They can be of any syntactic type: declarative (13), exclamative (12), interrogative (15) or desiderative (14). They can also be headed by different parts of speech: a noun (12), an adjective (10), an adverb (14), a preposition (13), a non-finite verb (15) or an interjection (16).
(15) ¿Para qué esconderse? 'Why to hide?' (16) ¡Ay si vieras! 'Oh if you knew!'
As mentioned before, verbless clauses can be classified into three types: existential, polar and predicative ones 1 . Predicative verbless clauses contain a predicative non-verbal head and can be further divided into evaluative, epistemic and illocutive types. Evaluative and epistemic verbless clauses are characterized by the semantic content they convey: evaluatives express an evaluation (10), (11), (12) whereas the epistemics express an epistemic judgement (13). Illocutive verbless clauses, by contrast, have a different property: they not only contain a predicative head and its argument, but they also perform an illocutive act by themselves. They can be further classified according to Searle's (1975) (21) . These fragments can be further distinguished by their co-reference properties: some of them contain or are constituted by a constituent which is co-referent to a segment in the source clause 2 . Co-referent fragments are named argumentals (20), and non-co-referent fragments, modifiers (6), repeated here as (21).
Other fragments do not have an elliptic head, but an elliptic argument. These fragments correspond to predicative verbless clauses where the selected argument is elliptic, and contain or are constituted by a non-verbal head. As expected, we find the same types that in verbless clauses: epistemic (22), evaluative (23) and illocutive fragments. Among the latter, along with presentatives (24), expressives (25), directives (26) and performatives (27), a new type is found: commisives (also known as promissives), which constitute the fifth type of Searle's (1975) illocutionary acts (28) and express an act of offer. Thus, fragments, as elliptic structures, correspond either to verbal clauses (i.e.: clauses with a finite verbal head) or to predicative verbless clauses, depending on whether the ellipsis site affects the head (in the first case) or the argument (in the second one). Furthermore, fragments with an elliptic argument correspond to a type of verbless clause (epistemic, evaluative or illocutive), whereas fragments with an elliptic head can be either co-referent (argumental) or non-co-referent (modifiers).
Syntactic Constraints on Verbless Clauses and Fragments
As a consequence of the syntactic differences exposed before, fragments and verbless clauses have different syntactic constraints. Concerning fragments, they seem to have few constraints. Firstly, they cannot have a subject: it is either elliptic (if the fragment has an elliptic argument) or there is no subject-head relationship (if the head is elliptic). Secondly, fragments cannot have extracted arguments (as verbless clauses do (15)), because they can only have non-verbal parts of speech as heads, and only verbs have extracted arguments.
Apart from these, fragments do not seem to have many structural constraints, as we find different syntactic structures in the corpus: head only (¿Mañana? 'Tomorrow?'), specifier -head (¿Una hora? 'One hour?'), head -adjunct (Mañana mismo 'Just tomorrow'), head -complement (A las seis 'At six') and peripheric -head (Yo a veces 'Me, sometimes'). Specifiers can easily be found in noun phrases (NP), adverb phrases (AdvP) and adjective phrases (AdjP), and adjuncts are frequent in NPs and AdjPs. As for the head -complement structure, only prepositions and argumental nouns like quantifiers can adopt this structure (Un poco de pan 'A bit of bread').
Concerning verbless clauses, the three kinds found in the corpus (existential, polar and predicative) have different constraints. Firstly, existential verbless clauses are headed by a NP, which allows all structures except head -subject and head -extraction: head only (¡Tierra! 'Land!'), specifier -head (Ni idea. 'No idea'), head -adjunct (vía libre. 'clear way' (i.e.: all clear!)) and headperipheric (Yo, ni idea. 'Me, no idea'). The structure head -complement is only available for quantifiers and other argumental nouns (Empate a cero. 'No-score draw').
Secondly, polar verbless clauses are headed by SAdv and can only adopt three structures: head only (29), head -peripheric (30) and head -adjunct (31). Thirdly, predicative verbless clauses are constructed with the three structures which allow expressing the argument selected by the predicative head: head -subject (32), head -complement (33), (35) and head -peripheric (34). The structure head -complement is available for heads taking clausal complements, as in the example, and for predicative (evaluative) nouns selecting their argument as a PP headed by de (35) (indicated in bold). Therefore, the analysis of the structural constrains of verbless clauses and fragments reveal that fragments, as polar and existential verbless clauses, inherit the structural constraints imposed by the part of speech of the head, whereas predicative verbless clauses inherit the constraints of the clausal structure, which requires both a predicative head and its saturating argument.
The Function of the NP in Predicative Verbless Clauses
As we have seen above, predicative verbless clauses can be formed by a head accompanied by a NP, for which we have proposed two syntactic functions: subject (32) and peripheric (34), (36), but how can we determine this function? Subjects and peripherics have different properties: subjects are selected by the head and saturate its valence, whereas peripherics are not necessarily selected by it and do not saturate its valence (36). Therefore, in examples like (36) it is clear that the head does not select the NP, so the NP has the function of peripheric.
Nevertheless, when the NP is co-referent to an argument selected by the head (34), (37), it could be the subject or a peripheric. In these cases it is not straightforward to distinguish whether the NP is the selected subject or a dislocated argument, which is analyzed as a peripheric. In these cases a deeper analysis is required to determine whether the NP preceding the head is its subject or a peripheric. In order to determine the function of the NP it is necessary to check the NP properties in two steps.
On the one hand, we have to determine whether the NP corresponds to an argument selected by the head or not: if it is not, the NP is clearly a peripheric; but if it is, the NP could be a subject (selected by the head) or a peripheric (co-referent to the argument selected by the head). On the other hand, if the NP corresponds to a selected argument, we have to verify if the properties of the NP are those of a subject or of a dislocated phrase.
Is it Selected by the Head?
In order to verify whether the NP is selected by the head or not, we analyze the selectional properties of the heads in every type of predicative verbless clause: evaluative, epistemic, presentative, expressive, directive and performative.
Firstly, we observe that in evaluative verbless clauses, the head can select either a clause (38) or an entity (32). If it selects an entity, the NP is clearly selected by the head (32), but if it selects a clause and it is preceded by a NP (39), the NP does not correspond to the argument selected by the head, since the head selects a whole clause and not only the portion expressed by the NP. In this case, the NP is not a selected argument, and it is therefore a peripheric. Secondly, epistemic verbless clauses only select clauses (40), so any NP preceding the head will be a peripheric (41). Thirdly, representative verbless clauses always select an entity, presented as a full (third person) NP (42) or a first or second person pronoun (37). In both cases the NP is selected by the head. Representatives, as the rest of illocutive verbless clauses, can be analyzed as having a more complex semantic structure, where the main predicate is realized by the speech act, and the participants and the verbless clause itself constitute the arguments. Under this analysis, the full semantic content of the representative verbless clause (37) could be paraphrased as follows: The speaker informs the hearer that he is delighted (to meet to hearer). In this way, even if the predicate expressed by the verbless clause is not the main predicate expressed, it is an embedded predicate in the semantic structure, and it selects an argument.
Fourthly, expressive verbless clauses display the same pattern: the NP can either express a third person (43) or a first or second person pronoun (44), which is in every case selected by the head. Fifthly, the head of directive verbless clauses also select the preceding NP, headed by a pronoun (45) or a noun (46). 3 Lastly, perfomative verbless clauses follow the pattern of the rest of illocutive verbless clauses: they select the preceding NP, headed by a pronoun (47) or a noun (48). In conclusion, only two kinds of verbless clauses do not select a preceding NP: epistemic ones (which always select a clause as their argument) and those evaluatives that select a clause. In these cases, the preceding NP is clearly a peripheric (called non-predicative peripheric). In contrast, evaluatives selecting an entity and illocutive verbless clauses do always select the content of the preceding NP, which may be their subject, or a peripheric, if the NP denoting the subject is dislocated.
Is it a Subject or a Peripheric?
Once it has been made clear which NPs are actually selected by the head of a verbless clause, we have to check their syntactic properties in order to determine whether the NP has the function of subject or peripheric. Fortunately, subjects and peripherics can be distinguished by two properties: uniqueness and word order (Laurens, 2008) . Subjects are unique and have a fixed position, whereas peripherics are accumulative and can appear in different positions. These properties are illustrated by the clauses with a verbal head in (49) -(51): when two or more NPs are accumulated before the head, it is the NP closest to the head that is interpreted as the subject. The other NPs are therefore peripherics. 'Luis Rodríguez, the director, Juan saw him yesterday.'
We propose the following test to identify the subject in verbless clauses: to construct verbless clauses with two NPs preceding the head and to vary their order. If a given NP cannot be moved or accumulated without change of meaning, then it can be identified as the subject. If the meaning does not change after the modification of word order, or the resulting clause is not grammatical, then the NP is a peripheric.
Classification of NP by their Syntactic Properties
The typology of verbless clauses presented here is based on their semantic (epistemic, evaluative) and pragmatic properties (the speech act realized by illocutive verbless clauses: representative, expressive, directive or performative), but we also find syntactic regularities in them. All verbless clauses can be classified as having one of these five patterns:
• Initial head and fixed word order The fifth pattern, corresponding to verbless clauses where the head selects a participant, can be found in all types of illocutive verbless clauses: representatives (37), expressives (43), directives (45) and performatives (47). Finally, the sixth pattern, where the head selects a NP denoting a third person, can be found in performatives (59) and expressives, that can be either head-initial (60) or head-final (61). Once the different types of verbless clauses have been grouped according to their syntactic patterns, we apply the test to the verbless clauses in every pattern in order to check whether the NP has the properties of a subject or of a peripheric. Expressive desiderative verbless clauses (52), which display the first pattern, cannot vary their word order without change of meaning, and the result may be difficult (62), (63). Nevertheless, a NP can be placed before the head (64) . These results indicate that the final NP is the subject, and initial NPs are peripherics.
having the third pattern (final head and selection of an indefinite NP) (55), (56) cannot vary the order of the NP (68) - (69) , which suggest that the NP is the subject, although they can have peripherics in the left (68) .
The cases of verbless clauses with the fourth pattern (final head and variable order) (57), (58) can accumulate NPs before the head without clear identification of which NP corresponds to the selected argument (70) , (71) . Accumulated NPs are also found split (72) . These properties suggest that these NPs are peripheric.
Examples with the fifth pattern (where the head selects a participant) (45), (47) can freely accumulate and vary the order of the preceding NPs (73) -(74), which indicates that they are peripherics. Finally, verbless clauses having the sixth pattern (where the head selects a definite NP) (59), (60), (61) can vary the order of the preceding NPs, which suggests that they are also peripherics (75) , (76) .
Results
The results of the test presented above allows us to associate every syntactic pattern to a structure head -subject or head -peripheric, as it is illustrated by table 1 below 4 . The first three patterns, with an initial head (52), (53) or a final head and undefined NP (55) display a head -subject structure, whereas the last three patterns have a head -peripheric structure.
Several conclusions can be drawn from these data. First, there is one particular type of verbless clause, the expressive desiderative, with a head -subject structure, with initial head and fixed order (52). Second, evaluatives and directives with a full NP have a subject in post-nuclear position, that can be left-dislocated (53), (54) -(57), (58). Third, directives and performatives can adopt a subjecthead structure with a pre-nuclear indefinite noun. Fourth, pronouns (which denote participants) are always peripherics; and fifth, performatives and expressives selecting a full third person NP have a head -peripheric structure.
Properties

Verbless clauses
Hd -sujet Hd -peripheric Mapping the syntactic patterns with the syntactic structures obtained from the tests has allowed us to note the different syntactic configurations of verbless clauses. These different configurations seem to be motivated by different information structures. Firstly, it can be observed that verbless clauses with final subjects have a focus -background structure (Lambrecht, 1994 ), as we can see in the examples of expressive desideratives (77), evaluatives and directives (78). In these cases, the head has informative prominence, unlike the subject, which can even be elliptic 5 . This possibility of ellipsis can be explained by its informational status of background.
Secondly, directives and performatives with initial subject and an indefinite NP (79) have no informational background, since the whole structure has informational prominence. Therefore, they seem to have an all-focus structure, which would motivate the indefinite NP. Thirdly, headperipheric structures (like those found in evaluatives and directives with dislocated subjects; in illocutives that select a pronoun; and in performatives and expressives with a full NP) (80) are correlated with topic -comment informational structures. The peripheric argument corresponds then to a dislocated topic. These four examples correspond then to the fourth possible mappings of syntactic and informational structures: final subject and focus -background (77), (78); initial subject and all focus (79); and finally, head -peripheric and topic -comment (80).
Conclusion
The observation and classification of the totality of verbless structures in the oral corpus CORLEC has allowed us to observe their syntactic variety: they can be either elliptic (fragments) or non-elliptic (verbless clauses), and both types have different syntactic constraints. Both types can be constituted by a variety of syntactic types and structures, and be headed by a diversity of parts of speech. Besides, they can be classified by their semantic and pragmatic properties.
The predicative head of verbless structures can be accompanied by a NP, which can constitute either its subject or a peripheric, depending on the syntactic properties of the NP. Furthermore, the different syntactic structures (head -subject, head -peripheric, etc.) seem to correlate with different informative structures, like focus -background or topic -comment.
